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ABSTRACT 


dn 1974 and 1975 are used in this study. to examine persenal 
- victimizations--rapes, robberies, assaults, and larcénies--that. 
occurred in urban schools. Findings of the‘study include the | eae 
 following:®.(1). 270,000 personal - victimizations were reported to have = | 
occurred - jaside: schools ‘over “the colrse of a years; (2) most of the | 
-4n-school crime was either ‘petty theft or. assault. resulting in minor. 
. injury to the victin, and weapons were rarely used; | (3). 78% of 
‘dn-school victimizations were reported: by students 3 (4) most of the 
_ in-school. offenders were perceived by their victims t¢.be young. males’ 
of black or-other minority races: (5). nine. out: of ten of the... . 
ih-school victinizations suffered by students and feur cut of five. of: 
_. LADS. suffered by. teachers. ahdothers were. Not- oo ‘tothe _ ee ee ee 
pesicee ni alee Ps i’ Pa. fs 
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_ The APPLICATION. OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEY RESULTS. Pro-- 
ject is funded:.by the Statistics Division of the National Criminal Justice 


Information and Statistics: Service of the Law Enforcement Assistance 


Administration. This resgarch project has as -its aim ‘the analysis. of. the — 
. data generated by the ‘National Crime Survey studies gf criminal . 


victimization. undertaken for LEAA. by the United States Bureau of the 


Cénsus. More specifically,. this research project, as its title. Suggests, | 
encourages the use of the National Crime Survey data to examine issues 
that have particular relevance for applications to thé immediate needs of 
operational criminal justice programs. 
‘This aim is pursued in two ways. First, the project staff has conducted a" 
- series of regional seminars on the history, nature, uses, and limitations of . 
the vNational Crime Survey. victimization data, These seminars, attended - 
criminal justice planners, crime. analysts, researchers, and operating © 
-ageficy personnel, have served as a useful exchange’ for disseminating 
_ information - about. the LEAA/Census victimization surveys and for 


by 


soliciting from attendees suggestions for topics that they would like to see 


explored with the available victimization survey data. Second, based on 3 
these suggestions and on topics generated by the project staff at the. 


Criminal Justice Research Center, the project staff has undertaken a series 
of analytic reports that give special attention to applications: of the 


victimization survey results to questions of interest to operational criminal 7 


justice programs. This report. is one in the analytic series. - ., 


___The National Crime Survey victimization: data provide a. wealth. of. -_ 
important information about attitudes toward the police, fear of criminal: . 
Mictimization, characteristics of victims, : the naturé of; victimizations; the 


consequences of crimes to victims, charactetistics of offenders, the failure 
of victims to report crimes to the. police, teasons given by vietims for not 


notifying the police, and differences between those victimizations: that are 


and those that are not reported to the police. 


The National Crime Survey results make available Satemmatie infotma- . 
- tion the scope and depth. of which has not heretofore been available. These 


tomnasmneceenmeiostvtreann| 


— data constitute a vast store of information that can be a substantial utility 
to the crifninal justice community. Knowledge about. characteristics ‘of ae 
_ victimized persons, households, and commercial establishments and about - 
when and -where victimizations occur have particular relevance for public 
_. ‘education progranis,. police patrol strategies, and environmental engineer-. 
-« ing. Inforthation .on, the nature and extent of injury and loss in criminal 
- victimization can provide data necessary for determining the feasibility of, . 
or planning for, programs for restitution and compensation to victims of : 
crime. Information about the level of property recovery after burglaries 
and. larcenigs is useful for “assessing the need for property identification : 
programs. Knowledge about the levels of nonreporting to the police and 
about the kinds of victimizations that are disproportionately not reported 
._ to the police give an indication df the nature and extent of biases in potice . + 
data on offenses known. _ & 7 | 
These: are only a few of the areas in.which results of victimization 
- Survey data have the potential for informing décisionmaking and ‘shapitig 
~ public policy. It is.the aim of this series of analytic reports to explore 
some of the potential applications of the victimization survey results and. 
Nto stimulate ‘discussion ubout ‘both: the ,utility and limitations -of such . 
applications. ’. & 4 é 
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~ Highlights of the Pindings 


Victimization. data fie 26 American cities surveyed i in 1974 and 1975 are 
tised in this report to examine personal victimizations—rapes, : robberies, r 
assaults and larcenies—that laccurred. inside schools. Some’ highlights . of the. 


_ -Feport include answers to bane sllogane questions; 


9 


How extensive was the in-school cine? In- the 26 éities” sine ved can bai: 
mated 270,600 personal: vicgimizations were reported to have-occupred inside _ 
schools over the course ofa year (although the specific 12. month period var-. 
ied’ with when. the city was surveyed), In-school, victimization constituted 8 


. percent of ‘the total personal, victimization in these urban areas; however, the -. - 


proportion: of victimizations that took j lace in school. varied by type of ..* 
. crime from only 1 percent of the rapes:t6 12 percent of thesTarcenies without 


_ contact t between. the’ victim and offender. a4 


What was ns the nature of in-school crime? Most of the in- ached’ crime was 


either petty theft or assault resulting jn minor injury to the: victim. Larceny .- 


without contact between. the victim: and the offender accounted for 55 per- 
~ cent.of the: total’ personal victimization in ‘the 26 cities, but 81 percent of the 
“*hersonal victimization that occurred inside schools.’ The second most com- 
mon in-school crime was assault; in-school. rape was ‘extremely rare. Weap- 
ons—guns, knives, or objects such as ‘bottles or. wrenches nee? as WEAR: 
*. ons-—-weye riot often used in the, in-school victimizations. 


ad 


Who were the in-schitol victims? The majority (78 percent) of fae Ne 
victimizations were reported by students. The remaining victimizations were 
-reported by teachers (8 percent) and other ven ene non- “teaching 
uel visitors, arid. so forth. 4 a 


- Who were . the in-school offenders? Most of the in- school witcher were - 
‘ peeeiied by their victims to be young:males of black or.other minority. races. 
A -considerable proportion. of. ‘the -in-school’ offenders acted in_ pairs or 
groups. The majority of offenders were strangers to. their victims, “although 
this does not necessarily jean that they weren t fellow students. . 


. Was the in-school crime reported to the ‘police? Nine: gut of ten of the in-- = 


‘school victimizations suffered by students and three out of four of. those 
suffeted by teachers and others were not. reported to the police. Victims who . 
failed to inform police most often said either that théy reported it to some. . 


_one ‘else; that it was not important enough, or that they thought nothing . 


could-be done. Victims of rape, robbery, and? aggravated . assault “were. much. 
more likely to mention fear of reprisal as a reason for not reporting ne inch 
a en to the police than, were eum ‘of less, serious crimes. 
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Introduction - toy and extent of the in- sahéolre cri 
~ 1975 feport refeaséd by the Seriate \Judiciary Sub- | 


"committee to Investigate Juvenile ‘Delinquency, 


i 
4. 
Survival in schoo! once méait- merely 
passing examinations. Today, stirviVal: in * 
_many American schools :means escaping . 
from the. thousands. of criminals who ream . 
hallways and playgrounds with, unrestiict- 


"ed ease and terrorize students: and’ teach- 
_-ers alike. 


oa of representative Mario 
ci of New York -béfore the Sub- + 


ittee on Economic -Opportunity re 


; the Committee -on Education and 
Labdr, Oversight iHearing on Safe '- 
. School Study, Januaty 24,1978) 


IN RECENT. YEARS, public concern aout vio- 


“tence, vandalism, and other crimes occurring in 
‘and near school has increased. Ina Gallup public. 


‘opinion poll conducted in. 1975, a representative 
ational sample of: respondents was asked "to" 


enumerate the major ‘problems facing public - 
schools in. their comimunitiés. The _fesponse 


a Gallup survey © conducted during the previous 
year, a representative national sample. of respon- 


"dents: was. asked about their impression .of the 


extent of ‘stealing (of money, clothes, . lunches, 


“books, ete.) that was goirig on in theif local public 


~ deal (33 percent) of, some of the, time 
When asked in the same survey. if@tudent | gangs . 
that disrupt ‘the school or. bother other’ students . 


: schools.’ Two-thirds, of the respondents reported — 


that they, ‘believed that stealing eet a great 
(34 percent); 


, were a problem; one-half’ of the respondents _re-. 


ERC T aE 


"ported ‘that studerit gangs were. a big problem a7 


percent), or somewhat of a prebiem (31. age! 


_ (Gallup, 1974), : ; 


‘The growing public Gongern about: crime in 


menos, ‘has resulted | in reseairch : ‘into the. insane, 
zg: 


~ ported Having had exténsive 


roblem. In a 


data: frop more. than 500 schools indicated that 


crime in American schoofs in the 1970 to 1973 
‘period ‘was becoming ‘increasiagly © serious. Ac- 
’- cording to the Senate Subcdmmittee repért, in- the 
, shools studied 100 students were murdered and 
720,000 teachers -were assaulted. 
_ Major | crimes—homiéide, ‘rape, robbery,. assault, 


burgld ary, durg and alcohol Offenses, and weapon 


offerses—had reportedly, increased -constderably - 
-during the 1970 40 1973 ‘period. For example; as-.. 
saults on teachers and students had increased by 


about 80 percer®, robbery. by more ‘than 35. per- 
cent; and weapons offenses by more’ than 50 per- 


- cent (Subcommittee to Anvestigaia Juvenile Pelle: 


quency, 1975). r 


The: Law Fnforéethont Assistance Administ: 7 
~ tion’s (LEAA) National Institute of Juvenile Jus: . 


tice id ee Prevention a a 


Wn bree anne nnn 


~~ ‘Pime/vandalismsteating’~ was among the 10 
— problems, most. often mentioned as the major 
’. problems: facing. public schools (Gallup, :1975).- In 


ers,” sipebintendents and iN curity teen to: 
study the school crime probl i 


perience with vio- 
lence and disruption in scho 
vandalism was reported by. § 
the participants, 
schools .by . 80 percent. of ‘the participants, and 


_ With, gang. violence in und ‘around school. by 60° 


In the schools: 


Wy Experience ‘wit . 
out 90 percent o =— 


with weypons carried in. the | 


petcent- of the. participants (Research for Beiter arte 


Schools, Ince, 1976: 17-18). 


’ Finally, a recent study Conducted by the Nae 7 


tional Institute of Education (NIE) examined the 
problem of crimes that occur-in school... The ‘NIE 
Safe Schodt- 


‘Study consisted of three phases. , 
~ Phase I was a mail survey in which more -than 
. 4,000 elementary and secondary school _priticipals | 

‘- wére asked to report in detail onthe incidence of 
; iNegal. or. disruptive . Activities in their schools, 


~ Phase iH consisted ‘of on-site Surveys. of a ‘Aation-* 
* ally sepreséntative - cluster sample fof -@42 junjdr 
and ‘senior: high scho OHS “and Phase” HL Atvolved a 
ae a "more ‘inténsive quali Wative study # of. 40; schdols. 7 
’ Because the NIE Safe Schoel: Stiddly i is One of the: - 

+ “most compréliensive studies of in-school crtme tous 
av’. - date,- it: will be" used. throughou this report - ‘for, 
“ae. Comparative purposes. The. NI®€* report: indicated” 

© that acts rot vielehi¢e. and pioperty destruction in 

_ schools inéteased thrdtighout’ the 1960's ‘fos the | 
“ early 1970's and: Jéveled off after: that. The ‘school’. 
principals”. assessments were that: fhe serféusness 
, + of violender ‘and vantaligm in their:schools for the. . 
years. 1971—1976 showed no overall “change; iney 
a oon fact, they Suggested some improvement. in yrbun 
aa angus (NILE, 1977: I)... ‘ 


7 a * aa , 
When Sontdersd fanedine the Gallup public. 
Opinion polls, the . -LEAA conference, the Senate 


. ., Subcommittee report, aiid the’ NIE Safe Schaol 
Study provide evidence of a consider ie amount 

(2 if brime occurring ‘in’ schools ‘and™ a . national 
“a awareness of this problem. However. as sinea sires 


of the school crime problems, these data Sources 

have limitations” "Fhe opinion polls are useful pri- ” 

marily ag indicators of public perception of vio-. 

lence, Vandalism, and theftsoccurring. in schoots. 

. The: results of the 'LEAA, conference represent 

’ tHe experience and fimpressions . of i group of 
people who, are concerneg, with the problem of 


«Violence in schools, ,Thé Senate ‘Subcommittee 
_ report and the NIE report :taken together Ptovide 
— persomil. testimony of students? teachers, and 


* administrators, and the results of sutveys con 


lucted in-limited: simples of school cts, 
iSpy NG ee sgetthagieners Wass ea 18K 


* These and similar data are useful as “general - 


Se ereny oo oo. 


However, ‘because the x are. baked _ Primarily on 

‘ public ‘perceptions and; on the experiences and 

bila rue limited samples | Of, Neople con- 

*- -cernéd with problems in schools, the data are in- 7 
sutlicient: for, fyany purposes; With the exception ~ 

of the NIE sfudy, they are not based on probabili+ , 


“sé Syrvey clita 


26 Aqnevican sities LBestiise ‘he. Ydetimization. 


jn this report are, the gestilt® of intet-. 


- sviews witt we, city<wide® samples they ‘do not,” 


+ suffer froin :some of. the Jimitatioris” of other. Rites 
* sources’: -The syrvey data’ aresbased: on ‘the aelual =} 
. personal’ Victimization’ experiences that: are Teport:. ; 
ed. aby individuals: in the cities surveyed, -hot. On *. 


_ their -more- general experfences 4nd ‘impressions, © 
In addition, becatise probability ‘sampling ‘lech. ° 


. niques Were eiployed, jt eatr be assurtyed that the » 


4 


4 
oc indicators of the - problem of cfime in schools. + 


samples. are, representative “of, the populations’ Jing. 
the 26 cities. ‘Finally. “the: aniount ‘of detail ‘yb- 
tained in‘the victimization. stirvey’ interview: “proy- - . 


‘ides * a good deal of information on victim Kid ins + 


cident characteristics, on the consequenceg, of. the 
Victimization, . and. on characteristics of, offenders 
ais perceived by their victimy. | a "eg a 

“In ‘the - victimization.’ Spuryey ‘intervigw? each * 
respondent was, asked a series of-screén: sae 5 
‘ih ordér to ascertain’ wether he/she fad .beéa, 
victim of the crimes of rape, rabbery, assault’ Or: 
" personal larceny, ‘during. the 12 amonihs ceding * 
the interview. When gne or more of (iF Sefeen” 
questions (which. were asked jn everyday language: 
rather than. in legal ee Was - affirmatively: 
“answered, the. respondent, \yas asked: bout the... 
details of the incident . mer ed. For the -exact 
wording ‘of the scpaen ind incident questions, the’ 
reader. is invited to turn to Appendix : €:-National . 
Crime Survey: Questionnaire. -One of the: detailed. ' 
‘questions’ asked s was, “Where! did this incident 
‘tyke place?” “As can be seen from an examination 
of source code? [12 in Appendix Cy.dne ‘of. the - 
places was “inside school.". The ‘Survey data, — 
then, can be used_to. examine Veen: that... 
occur. inside schools. a - 

In the vietimization’ “survey interview WS. “eligible 
respondents—all household members who were A2 
gears of age or older at the timg—were- asked", 


— about criminal Victimizations. that they persovially 


_ suffered in thg previous 12 months,. Because the’ 


“ subject, of this ‘report is cfiminak victimization that 


“eccuts in school, it is ifMportant to note that 12! 


m ty sampling tehniquest which permit’ an assess- ‘ghd 13 year old respondents were interviewed by 


ment of the ‘scope of the, problem: within weJl- 
_-defifted papulations. . 


‘The: LEAA/Bureau of Gensug. victimization 
sutyeys provide. data that permit an examination 
Of, personal crimes—-tape, obbery, -assuylt,. and | 
_ Aaygeny——that. octur inside , wi Duririg, 1974 
“ahd "4975, Census Bureau personnels “conducted 
a tacit with’ probability. samples of about’ 

. 10,000 Rouseholds (22,000 individuals) in-each of 


| * be : i : f = 7 a j 


roe 


proxy through a  househeld. membér who.could be: | 
. £ - . -.@ 7 < 


: The: cities» are: “Atlanta, Baltimore, Boston, Buffalo; 
Chicago, Ciricinnati, Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Dotrolt,. 
- Houston, Los Angeles, Miami, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, 
New? Orleans, Newark, New York, Oakland, Philadelphia, 
Pittsburgh, Portland, San Diego, San Francisco, St. Louls, 
and Washington. 


2the gource codes are the gitcled pumbers that ap: 


" pear to the left ofthe questions in the survey instrument, 
. and are referenced in the vent of this ae , Ss 


a « 


tp . 


o 
* 


Naw 


ry 


* 


1 oe 


-_jexpegted to be. knowledgeable, about the chitd’ s 


ee 
* 


~ data-may. underestimate the, victimization experi- 


Y 


+ victitnizations, To the extent that proxy respon- 
” dents were anable or unwilling to repost ‘the. vic- 


_ timizations, partieularly the. in-school victimiza- - 


_tigns, suffered by (2 and 13 y&ar olds, the survey 


- ence of ngs young Peon: 


dt should be sie that: tod few casey of in-* 


“school’victimization were reported i in the separate 
26 ‘cikies to support a city-by-city ‘analysis. For 
’ this reason,. 
surveyed. will be examined ‘here. Even when the 


aggregate data are used, there are a few instances — 
in which the estimates reported may not be statis: 


_-ticayy reliable because they. are based on too few i‘. 


- ample cases ‘Estimated percentages - -based on 
“fewer than, 50 sample cases may’ be statistically 


oie this problem will be indicated” by TOOT ~ 


, notes, where necesswpy, in the tables. 


ra 
" 


 » Before the analysis proceals it is important to. 
Both”. 


pay attention to some definitional issues, 
attempted” and completed victhwhizatiens wire in- 
‘cluded in the Nuational Crime, Survey data. ‘Thus, 
in the tables and discussion in this report, rape 


» , includes both attempted and ‘completed rape, rob- 


bery includes ‘both attempted and. completed gob- 


. ‘bery, and’ so ‘forth, For a fist of definitions, of the - 
etypes of crime included in the analysis, the ‘reader 


2 a ae ttirn to sins B. 


This report will look: at the sictieaial victimiza- 
lons—rapes, robberies, assaults, and Tarcenies— 


that occurred inside schools in the 26 cities, The , 


- first section will use survey data to describe the 
general naturé and extent of the in-school crime 
problem in the cities Surveyed. Subsequent sec- 


tions of ‘the report will look at some characteris-. 


tics of victimization in schdol, includigg. the of- 


fendets’ use of weapons, the injury suffered by .. 
~ victims, and thé extent of theft and value of sto- 


len property. Ahis analysis will lead to a discus- 
ston of the seriousnéss of in-school grime. Next, 
the survey data will be used: to examing both the 
age, race dnd: sex of. i0- ‘sGhool-victims and-offend- 


; volved iv-these incidents. Finally, the report will 


. gchoot crime is not reported to the police: arid. at 


o the ‘Teasons’ given, by in school victims for nol” 
»ERT CPE to the ade 4 a a . a , . 


the aggregate-data from the cities 


. = 


* 


" ers and. the Number ‘of ea and .offenders ine . 


“logke at tow thuch - of the survey-reported ins” 


7 


ing at the total personal victimization reported to _ 
survey interviewers, and asking. What proportion - 


_ Sonal victimizations that"were reported to have ovourrad In 
: ssaloo) ls botwedhi ¢ and, 10 Lia . 


‘Because t 


é . . . gil . a ae 
oe ae ‘oe 2. aie ss ee : ‘, 
, : othe : a 


Extent and Nature of: 2 
Personal Victimization | in. 


School - °° i tt an 


‘eThis section, of the roport will provide agen. 
eral description : “of the extent and nature of ine 


‘schoo} victimization. Three questions: will. be ad- 


dressed: what proportion of victtmizhtions in the 
26, cities were- reported to have occurred inside 
school?, who were the victims of in-school crime? 
and what” types of crime took place . inside 


schodls? ‘ * 
[ts worthwhile ‘to~begin ‘the analysis Gy. fook- 


of + this total victimization took. place inside: 
_-schols. “1 Table _| shows ‘the estimate nbes 


personal victimizations reported to interviewers,” 
by type of crimé and place or occurrence, This 


table shows that in the 26 cities an estimated 3.3 
million: rapes, Tobberies, assaults, and larcenies 


«were reported to survey interviewers, Of these : 


total victimizations, an “estimated 270,000, or ap- 

proximately 8 . percent, were reported to have 
occurred inside school. The proportion of victimi- 
zations that took place in school varied by type of 
ctime, from only 1 percent of: the rapes to 12- 
percent of the larcenies without personal contact . 


‘between the victim and the offender.3 i 
Yt should ‘be. noted’ that although the ‘propor-" 
tion of personal victimizations that occurred in- © 


side school appears relafively sniall when com. 
pared with the proportion that occurred in opén 


public places suchas streets or parks, mote vic- 
timizations took place insidé schools: than inside ~ 
» homes, near homes, or in offices or factories. Fur- 
thermore, by comparison ‘the. population at risk | 


for in-school victimizations (those who spend a 
large part of their time in school) is miich smaller 
than the more general population at. risk’in homes 
and other locations (those who, spend a large part , 
of their’ tinie in homes, offices, ahd so forth). 
the population at risk for in-school vic- 
timizations is much smaller than the geheral pop- 


_ (lation at risk in these othe locations, the 


et as 
' 8Appéndlx. Table, AN Gea: these data broken gut tor 
éach city. Victimizations occurring in’ school in thee?6 oi- 


, tls range from 4 percent to 14 percent ofall personal vic- 


tlmizations. In most of the olties*the percentage of all:per 


we o. : st } 
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amount of crime 
added significance, 

Anwinalysis of the age distribution of the vic- 
tims is helpful in identifying the victims of. in- 
school crime. Table ar shows estimated percent- 
ages of: victimization, by ‘place or occurrence, 
age of victim, and type. of victimization. The row 
Percentages in this table indicate that, for each 
type of crime, the proportion of -victimizations 


that takes place in school has 


- that occurred inside schools was noticeably higher 


for the 12 to 15-year olds than it was for victims 


Jn any. other.age -categery, -even the t6 to 19 ‘yeu 


olds, Fourteen percent of the robberies, 12 per-- 


~ cent of, the aggravated assaults, 18 percent of the 


~.._Simple_assaults, 27 percent_of-thelarcenies.- 


contact, and 64 percent of the lircenies without 

contact reported by the 12 to tS year old victims 
. .8 y . 

took. place-inside schools. Note also that in rob- 


-bery and. in jlarceny with contact anopsn public 


location (on the stféet, in a park) was, the only 


pkice-of occurrence reperted more often than ine 
. Side school, by the~l2 to.15 years old, © . 


“ ode an bs A re 
“Examining the column percentages in Table: 2 


and comparing the age distribution of victims OF in- 
school crimgs to the age distribution. of Victims of - 


crimes in other locations, it is apparent. that int, 
school victimizations have a higher proportion of ” 
young victims than: de Victinizations that take . 


-. falling. into” either the 


In order to investigate more closely who the | 


victims of in-school! crime’ were, a: trichotomous 


“status” variable was created. Victimization sure * 
vey datu on age, major activity, and occupation . 


were used to categorize . victims as. students, 
teachers, or others. Thé National Crime Survey 


does not obtain information on majoi activity 


- from respondents under 16 years old; they -are. 
: “assumed to’ be students. Therefore all persons 


‘who were under 16 years of age were classified as 
styudénts. In addition, any respondent ‘16 or older 
oy * . 


. : j . . 
spondents reporting as Occupations such posi- 
ipas_as—teacher—schoot administrator ae 


’ . ‘ . 7% ‘ 
ers’ aide, were: classifiedsas teachers. The final 


"category was “other” victims; .it included jani-' 


‘tors, guards, nurses, dieticians, and all others not 
categories,4 & oe 

The types.of, crimes reported by students, 
teachers, and others'are givei’ in Table 3. The laSt 
golumn in this table shows that students account- 


“reported that” *'going ‘ta School” was his or 
Major activity was cla sified asa student. 


\ 


» 


. 


student - or, teacher’ 


ed for 78 percent of the vittimizations which. oc- ’ 


curred inside schools, teachers for. 8 percent, and 
others for the remaining in-school victimizations. 
Hence, the vast majority of in-school victims 
were students. Because -of the, smal) proportions 


. , Place in any other location.» A’ majority of victims. - of in-school victimizations: a¢countgd for by. the 


of in-school crime were under #6 years old: When 
victims who reported? dn incident occureing «ii 


_ school are examined, roughly two-fifths of the rape 


victims, one-half of the victims of aggravated as? 
sault, simple assautylareeny with contactcand lar-. 


ceny without contact, and’twe-thirds of the victims * 


of robbery were-between the ages of wl2 afidals. As , 
can be seen from the column percentages in Table 


t& ta a ’ . s 7 
_2, the proportion-of [2sto 14 year-old victims in all 


other loctions’is substantially lower. For example, 
looking at the.age distributign:of victims of crimes 
that occurred in locations such as streets or parks: 


" shows the propoftion of 12 to 15 year old victims 
~ ranges from. anty 4 percent of the victims of larce- 


ny, without contact to 21 percent of .the victime of 
simple assault. 6. 8 

. The uge distribution ef the victims of in-school 
crime suggests that many of these victims were 
students. Although some of the in-school victims 


eover. the iige of 15: ure likely to have been, high 

School, college, or university students, it is proba.” 
gy ble (fram thé age: distrigution in Table 2) that not 
“ERIC victims of. personal. crim 
| SE hoot were students, 


¢8 .acctirring inside 
; eo. 


& 


_““'grpunds, of parents; antesmen, 


teachers and others categories, ‘it will-be neces- 
sary to combine these two categories for much of 
thé analysis in this report. : 


_, The data in Table 3 indicate that for students, - 


teachers, and others, by fur the predominant’ vic- 


timization reported was larceny without contact . 


between the victim and the offender..'This type of 


larceny in schdol probably includes thefts from. 


locRers, desks, coat: rooms? bike racks, and so 


forth: Pour out of five of the personal victimiza- 


tions reported ‘by ‘students, teachers: and others 


were of this type. Assault, either simple or agera- 


vated, was the next most commun victimigation 


teported among all ‘three groups. For example, — 


among students 0 percent, and among teachers 
I8 percent, of the victimizations reported were 


assaults. Although a. greater proportion of the vic-  : 


timizations reported by-teacher's’ than by students 
were asssaults, there ‘were no‘ substantial ‘differ- 


ences in the proportions. of ‘robberies and. larce- 


< . ¢ 


tasting | te ; i f" ; s oa 2.4 
‘category may. also’ jmolude persons who 
gxample,: dropouts any hang around” school 


zatlone ‘in schoo! but Have no formal relation. 


Students i . : nie, 74 a 3 

‘Teachers o. - = . a 7 

7 - ; _ 7 

Beene ee Others 4 

a ok 13 
Estimated number of 


Row percentage. 
bColumn percentage.. 


. ae Ane oe i 
‘5. nies with contact (for example. pocket pickings 
and. purse snatchings) reported by students and’ 
teachers.. However, it-.is iniportant, to note (from 
the data in ‘Fable 3) that in- school, robbery and - 
larceny with contact were relatively anfrequent 
. ents. Rape’ was the insschool crime feast often 
réported by. students, teachers. and others. Be- 
| cause the number of in-school rape victimizations 
ee ‘reported is so. small,. it will be necessary to’ ex- ‘ 
-. clude this type of crime in some of the more de- fe 
tailed analysis-in this report. Z 
_ Victims of in-school crifie. were asked what 
. time the incident happened. The. time of occur-~ ” 
“fenge of in- school crimes f§: outlined dn Table 4 
‘for students, and for teachers and others: Be- 
cause the hours’ that. the vast majority of these | 
Sviclins areyat “school are’ usually the daytime 
; hours, itis fot surprising that more than 9 out of - 
-e¢ — , 10° students and roughly 8 out of 10 teachers and, 
i “others reported that the crime oécitfred between 
‘ 6:00 a.m. and. 6:00 p.nr. Only a small propertion ©. 
» Of in-school cetmes. were reporfed by victims to - 
"have occtirred between the hours of 6:40 pan. and 
6:00. ant. Teachers and others were. victims of 
sai ‘these evening and nighttime crimes slightly more: 
- often. than. were. students (ty percent compared 
with 3 percent), © - 
, Ta guummvary, the victimizattion survey, results - 
1. ,_ reported in this section permit some general state- 
4. ments about the hattire,and extent of the personal 
¥ _ victimizations: that ‘occurred in. schools in the 26° 
_* Cities. “An estimated .270,000. personal .victimiza- 
ts tions“lurcenies, assaults, robberies, and rapes— - 
were aNepetted by respondents { to have occurred in’. 


ad 


Me 


fy 


74° _ 69 ~ 


. 0 . . . . 4 
wétimizations: 92) (9,428) 


TABLE 3 Estimated percentages of achool victimization, - 
by type of victimization and status of victim, 26 cities ayoregate 


$ + 


Type of victimization = s.. _ et oe 


Ldrceny . Larceny — Estimated 


Po _ Aggravated. Simple — with without: numberof | 
Status af victim | Rape Robbery assault. assault: contact contact. victimizations 


te. 6 (212,244) 
73 8 79 78 


te 79 ~~ (28,008) 
42 2a og 8... 
9 “3 81. (85,955) | 
. 15 ie“ ae ae 


8 2.) Bt 100 
_ (20,858). (5.948) .s (218,641) - _ (270,286) - 


po “¢ ) 
“Estimate, based on fewer than 50 sample dases, may be stat stically unreliable, 


ow 


school. Analysis # the Age, \major activityly a and 


occupation data obtained’ from’ the: in-schgol vic- ~ 
“tims showed that 78 percent of the victimizations 
involved. students, 8 percent ‘involved teachers, . 
_and the remaindér involved non- teaching person- - 
nel and all others who reported victimization én- 
side schools, More than four out of five of the’ 


_personal — ‘ctimizations feparted by. students, 
~“teachers, and other victims were larcenies without 


personal contact between. the victim and the ‘of- - 
~ fender. More than’8 out of 10 of: the total victimi- = 
, zations occurred during the day... .. ° 


“ These survey data ifidicate, then, “that al-- 


during the da 
these crimes were thefts; very few involved. as- 
saultive | violence. . Perhaps much of Ne ‘in-school 
crime. was not serious. 


In order jo more fully explore the characier. 
and seriousness ‘of grimes that occur inside urban: 


schools, the remainder of this report will look at 


specific aspects of in-school yictimizations,. ae 


“tims “and offenders. Because * -violént crime - 


school is one of the growing concerns both. of ee 


though a cons idérable' number of crimes occufred P 
¥) inside the urban schools, -tost of 


¢ 


school officials and of the general public, the re- . 


port will now turn to an eXaminiition of weapon 


use in crimes that occur inside schools. a 


‘Use of Weapons * a. 


This section. of the yeport will examine the 


extent of weédpon’ use and the types “of weapons". 
used in victimizationsythat : ‘took Place inside ue 


_ the off ender 


- tions, 


aggregate 


3 
‘ 


* Status ot vlotim and tee ot 


victimization . 
"Students: oO ae e ; 


“Includes chose ras 


~ Ail percentages in this table ci percentages. 
_.°Estimate, based on fewer than 60 sa Ly 


e 


urban schools, It is: Aimportani at the Outset ot re- 


call (from, Table 3) that the vast: majority. (8 aut of 
10) of the in-school victimizations? ‘were Jarcenies _ 


TABLE 4 ‘Exlmated percentages of in-school. Soialon: a Fae 
~~ by status of victim, pe: of al avon, ane time of Scourrenoe, 26 cities. 


Rape ° “¢ 590" 
_ Robbery.” . 99... 
Aggravated assault - . 96. ° 
he Simple assault To * 97 
Larceny with contact ee «92 
Lareany without contact a “4 . 90 
Total - ey te gy 
Teachers and others: | ¢ a Aes 
Rape 4 aw: Pg - $00 oy 
“Robbery . B7 
Aggravated assault 86 w 
: ; Simple assault Se 95 
“Larceny with contact > s 95 . 
ey “Lareeny'without céntact 75, 
2 Total” _ Pi 78 


pondents who: answeetd they did not know when the viotimization ocourted and those. who 
‘g answered the victimization occu urrad at night but they didnot know when it octurred. , 


cases, may be. sland unreliable. 


Estimated 
vii 


0 > .(390)0 
0 (13,169) 
0 (6,510) 

vO, (15,208) - 

0 , (4.824) + 
Pg SITS; 196) 
5 


" (211,291) 


Os 2: “409% 

Oo . (4,808) 

9 (2,900) 

0 (6,597) 

0  (1,095)¢ 
(46,49) 

(87,953) 


* 


An examination ©f the data in- Table a on 


* weapon use in robbery allows for some inferences. 
-abbdut. the nature of robbery victimization. in 


without pers =e contact betWeen, the victim and school. Although’ weapons, weresuséd more often 


victimizations that py definition do 


hot Kwolve wea usé. Hence, smost of the in- 
school} stimizations were. noneapn *yictimiga- 


‘Respondents who reportgd victimizitiors 
that: involved: personal confrontation’ with an’ of-' 
fender: were asked whether the offender hiid a. 
weapon. ‘Table “5 shows that weapon” use in. rob- 


bery, aggravated assivutt, and total. in-school vice 


~timization (including rape, robbery, ‘aggravated 
assault, simple assault, larceny with contact, and 


: those larceny without contact ‘victimizations ‘in 


. which the victim: was present it the, immediate - 


“sgene sof thes crime). ‘These data’ ‘indicate, that - 


“Wenpons. were, involved, in only one-out of five 
. Vietimizations suffered by “nt others and 
.: “ote out : six, vigtimizations suffere by studlents, : 


in’ the robberies reported-by teachers and others 
than in those reported by students (38 percent 


_ compared’ with .22. percent), robberies - generally: 


did not invdlve weapon:-ise. The’ majority of in- 


: school robberies, then, were of the a 


“type. . 

Tlie survey ede ata’ in. 1. Tle 5 also indicate 
something sibout the aggravated assaults that took 
place inside gchools, By: definition. an assault is 
aggravated if it involves: 1) a deadly weapon such :’ 
asa gun, a knife, or « any’ other object. that cari 


cise serious! bodily itt uty, of 2) if. the: victim: "| ° 


"suffers serious bodily injury’ as the result, of. an 
“attack, even if the attack does: not: ‘involve n 


. Weapon. The dita indicate that virtually ull of the’ 


“ Inggchool aggravated . assaults involved weapong;: 


+, 


_ this sine : eumicient ‘to classify, them aS 2 Mat — 


- 


ae Ye 
‘ : . Yas 
20° oe ‘ ig it be . : ‘ ” - 
' 1 Fi ee aa : ‘ 
* . . ‘ .) ‘ 7 we = 1 
: : oe : a Cn ee ‘ 
' ‘ ** ‘ 2 
, 


TABLE 5 Estimated paroantae es of weapon lige 7 v robbery, agoravated assault 
..- and total in-school victimigation, - - >. 
--by status of victim, 26 cities ag regate 


ro v . es os oa _|Weapon use. ee : . “3 a : 
= ” et eee fi -.. « |’ Estimated a 
Sais ot victim: and type of - © Ps : fe . Dont .. . . number of . 
Pee ows ~yletimization - _ -"  Vosé ‘No — Know | victimizations _ : 
Students: 2° — i ae a , ae 
Robbery, | 27g "(13,185).0 ) 
wai Aggravated assault eet 98" : Sy a oe ~ (6,528) 
Total>” ° ' 16 73a it * ; io aa (57;589) 
" Teachers and others: = _ = s fe 7% ae 
_ [Robbery "3g 8. 7 : (1,808) 
ae | Aggtivated assault | 9 - 0-  (2,900)e 
oe Totalh 2° be . ys 20.65 15 Lt (18,656) 3.37 
ae . , “All percentages in this table are row percentages. —_ _ eg Ba . 
~ 7 , "-SInciudes rape, robbery, aggr ravated assault, simple assault, fdrceny with éonticl and thos larceny without te 
e contact vic imizations. in which the victim was tae at ies immediate scene ot the crime. bes "he 
” * rar eo . so ” 

' vated. The’ question ‘of tHe extent to. which these | In summary ihe the victimization ‘survey ‘data 
aggravated ‘assaults alsg_involved serious bodily. — from’ the 26 cities show some general patterns of 
injury is a aeparafe-qt wd will be examined = — ‘Weapon use inside schools. Weapons were used in 
dater in this Tepe f ihe survey data (not only f small minority of the total personal vigtimi- 
‘shown in t orm) do ‘show that the majority oa that took. place in schegls.’ Most: of the , in- 

_. of the as did not involve weapons were a Kil robberies did tot involve weap6n use, how. ae 

* simple ‘his. means that’ in the. nonwea- ever, weapons were present in virtually all of the 
pon Aavitis ately were the injuries sufficiently ~ aggravated assaults. ‘Knives. and: objects such as 
sevefe to warrant classifying the fissault as agera- clubs or bottles were the most common. weapons: 

_ Matted: Z 6 UE ‘reportad-ay the victims of in- ~school crime. Ba ey 

eo a oe Ao Tite, frequency of ‘weapon tise in crimes that Sea 
The types of weApon used in it “school victim. . occur: in school i Is one indicator of the relative "se- 

, izations are shown jn Fable 6. Of thyse victimiza: riousness of these. victimizations. The survey data 7 
tions. -in which weapons were used) fins were examined in this section indicate that when’seri- + 
‘arely used. Howgver.- in weapon-presert victimi- — ousness. is- judged in terms of the extent of weap- 
zations guns weré used more often adaihst teach- . on use; most in-school” crime was pot serious,’ 

2 "ers ard others than against student: 49" percent. Another indicator Of seriousness is the nj BUS 

‘. compared with es percent). Note also’ that ity the _ tained by victims. ; Se te 

“total. wenpon-present victimizations, knives were a = oo 

~~ the most commen weapon used agAINSt students, = Inj yjury ; athe ac  *, ~ | 

- but other weapons, weapans such as clubs or bot a i 

J*tles, were the most common weiipons ise: personae who’ ere \Victinnized: in (aretlos: 

° against: teachers and others. In. -Weapon- ‘present , face confroritations with offenders were asked 
robberies, knives were the dominant Weapon,” and “', several questions designed to determine’ whether ~ 
were used 63 percent of the time ‘aigainst. sttrdent, they. sustained injury asa result.of the victimiza- 
victims and 72 percent of the time against téach- ©. tion, and if so, how’ seriously: they weré injured. - 
ets and’ other victinis. Other weapotis, the domi- (See source codes £26 to 128 in Appenglix C.) Vie . es 

nant Weapdts in aggrivated assault, were used in. tims Were asked if they suffered any. injury and if). - 

oo Se E-pereent df the ‘wenpon-present: aggravated. ‘ase. -KO, What kind of, injury. ‘They. were -also. 4sked | if? 

7 = gaults reported® by. students, and 57 percent. gf: _ they. required | medical attention following the inc ..” 
et thode ae by teuchers ‘and others. or. dent and if-they tedelved any hospital treatrhent, aye: 


~ Studenta: ‘ ae 


Robbery, . “gc. 
_ Aggravated assault | : 6 ‘ 
H Totalé . 8 - 
Teachers ae others: 
bbry - 19 
: ‘Agoravated assault - - ; 20 
; “Totald. - ee ee 


“TABLE 6 . Estimated STEEP “oe of type of wea 
> Sault, and-total in-school victimization, 


es ‘by status. of victim, 26 cltie aggregate ° 


en - Estimat " 
‘s Othor . amber 
‘Knife | weapon: vie imizatione® 


pon -used..in sobbery, ‘aggravated. 


1 uf 


rae | (2,839) - . 
44 61s , (6,100); BA 
50 44 (8977 | : 

72 10 (680) 

a4 3 * 57 (2,376) » : 

"35 46 (3,142) 


oType of "weapon par 


. ‘ “one type of weapon. - 


PAM percentages in this’ table are row percentages. - 
«dincludes rape, robbery and aggravated assault. A 


a 


The analysis. begins king what pr opagtion 
‘of the total in- school sy ation resulted in-in-- 

/ 3, jury to students, teachers, others. Recall (from 
+. Table 3) that victimizations: in which the victim 
and offender camé into: contact constituted only, 
"| one-fifth of thé total victimizations that took place ° 
inside schools, ‘When the number of victimiza- 

© tians: that resulted in injury. to.the victim is divid- 
~ ed by the total number of in-school victimiza 
tions, the ‘data. (not shown in ‘tabulir form) ghow 


: that only 4. percent ‘of the Victimizations of* stu- 


dents and 5 percent of the victimizations of teach- 

“ers and: other's resulted in’ any injuty. Generally , 

‘then, injury occurred rarely in the: in-school vic~, 
‘a timizations, - » 

a Table 7 presents the proportions of students 

Jand-of teachers: and others swho reported that 

* gome injury was suffered. in robbery and assault 

-victimizations. These Wata: show that in the as- 

“yw w Sault victimizations—ageravated and simple as- 

“sault—the frequency ofginjuries- reported. by stue) 


‘ Sault, 26-percent of the stidents and 19 percent of? 


- the, tenchers and others: stistained. ‘injury. ‘Howev- 
M, 


centages: may total over 100 peroent because the offenders may have used more than 


‘bEstimated number of Pepe ee involved weapon 
A. WAS invaived but the type of weapon: used was not ascertained. e ; 


ne 


°Estimate, bated on fewer than 50 sample 2 cases, ‘may: be statistically unvdlibla 


" dents was’ not Substantially different from that ° 
Nreported by teachers and others. A little over one- 
-fhird of the’ student, teacher and attigr. victiins, of. 
gravated, assault told: survey*intervéewers that ’ 
Ome type of injury: was suffefed..In:simple as-.: 


use. Excludes vitimizations in which ‘weapon use . 


« 


er, feactichy: and shee victims Pe rob-: 
~ -bery seported injury much more’ often than stu- 
dent robbery victims (27 - percent ih tg with 
13 percent), 


+ Student, :teacher, and other victinis of ine 


schook crime who were injured were asked about. - 
* the nature’ of the injuries « «suffered during. ‘the. 


course of the victimization. These. injuries Were 
classified as: knife. or gunshot wounds, broken. 
‘hones or teeth, internal injuries, minor injuries 
(bruises. black eyes, cuts, ‘scratches, or. swelling), 

and other, injuries. The data in Table 8 show the 
type of injuries reported by the ‘injured i in-school 
victims. It is apparent : that - the oVerwhelming 


@ Majority of all injuries suffered ‘by victims of .in- 


¥ 


school crime wefe- minor ‘injuries—bruises, cuts, 2° 


scratches.“ ‘swelling, gr black eyes. 
“percent ‘of the injured students and 89 percent. of 
“the. injured teachers and: others reported injuries 
that’ were classified as minor injuries, ee 
Victims who reported injury were ‘also: asked 


if they were injured to the extent that medical ai- 


tention Way Necessary. In this £onnection, “medical 
atténtion was. defined ais Care’ given by a ‘tiained - 
professional medic: Al person (such as a. doctor, « 
nurse, Medic, or: dentist): cither on thiy scene, “tan 
pottice, ar ata hospital. Giverf that only 4 percent, .) 
of the sthdenit victims ont 5 bas of the teach 


Eighty-five . ee | 


~ 


ro 

Bai Fur Toxt Provided by ERIC = fly 
’ , ‘ 
" ' soot 


-.over one-third of the student, teaoher, 
. victims of Aggravated assault reported: that some "~ 
“oo. type of, bodily injury -was sustained ig the attack. - ~ 


. | TABLE 7 Estimated crea of in-school robbery, ye assault, and 


_ simple assault in 
os cities aggregat 


inlug sultered 


_ Status of victim and type of victimi. 
eo) 


vi ‘Injuries were suffered 


y status of victim, 25 


Estlmated 
. number of 


zation "No Injury ‘victimizations 
Studéents:. : , Se — x 3 ee 0 a 
. Robbery : "138 8? -s-(19,185) 
* Aggravated assault «© =, 7°. 36 64 Pe - (6,528) 
\ . } - _ » - a ° ‘ a . - ou 
. \ “pimple assault «+ >. a : i 74: <. (15,261) 5 ‘ 
Teachers &nd others: hate eee f ~ % 4 wee +s 
\ Robbery. “ 27. 73007 - gf 1.808) 
‘Aggravated assault . = he 38 62. . oa (2,900) © -: ; 
Simple-assault__- ° 19 (2:1) 
| All percentages in this table are .row, percentages. : ; : 
i ’ a a 


oe 8 Estimated perbentages= of type of flajury sliftered, : 
~ oc inin school vGHmZAeN” by status of victim, 26° cities aggregate has 


Bréken 
bones or 
.* teeth 


~ Knite or 
gunshot © 
*-wounds, 


Students . é 
Teachers and others - od 


Type of injury ve 


ee Minor : 
(cuts or 
_ brulses) 


"Estimated 
“number of. 
. victimizatlonss ” 


Internal . Other 


“ * (8,083) 
(2,632) - 


—- es SS aaa ten : 
: : “Type of injury percentages may ‘otal to. over 100 perce because” victims may oo mele: than one type o ae : 


“ry. at 


" bincludes robbery, aggravated assaultvand simple assault victimizations only.- 
Estimated number of viotimizations, in’ which injuries were sullsred, 


“OAll sonic in this table are row ‘percentages: 


oe ie 
_& 


er and other victims suffered any ‘injuries in in-_ 
_,. school victimization, and’ that most of heir, inju- 
"ties Were minor ones 
that few in-school victims required. medical atten- 
* -tion. The survey data indicate that only ‘| percent. 

“.of the students 4nd_2. percent of the teachers and 


it is reasongble“to “expect 


others reported that medical attention we neces: ° 


| Sary. (Data not shown in tabular form.) - 


Recall (from “Table 5) that, virtually all of the 


 tiggravated. assaults: involved — weapon use, ° The . 


survey data on injury can now be used to examine 


the extent of injury in aggravated assault victimi- 


zation. The data in Table 7 showed that slightly 
and. other 


When the ‘survey data on medical attention re- 


. .quited -by ‘aggravated assault victims. (date not 


t. 


ee in  (abelar form). are examined, they indi- 
. cate, that 13. percent of the stiidents and 25: per- 


cefit-of the teachers and other victims of aggraval= a 


‘ed assatilt reported that medical. attention was’ * 
necessary. However, of fll the siggravated assault 
victims (students, teachers and ofper®) who re: - 
. ported that somemedical attention®was required,.. 
only one out, of five told survey interviewers that | 
-they received hospital treatment. either i in the form 
of emergency room care or treatment overnight or: 
longer for their injuries (data not shown in tabular 
form).. Hence, although ‘many. of the in-school 
aggravated. assault Victims needed medical’ atten-” 
tion, few required any. treatment in a -hospital. 
The survey data indicate, then, that most. of the 
assdultive ‘victimizatiqns suffered by students, 


tevichers, and others were not aggravated by: vir-”-- 
tus of 8 serious, ey injury done to the Het But 


A ° t- 
rather by the presence 

Weapon, |. ~ 
— In':summiiry, the victimization 


survey data 


_ indicaté generally that’ the physical harm suffered” 


by student, teacher, and other victims of. in- 
school crime Was infrequent and- not serious. The 
majorit i 
_ Ties, injuries stich as bruises. und cuts; avery. 
small minority of victims reported that they: were 


- injured to the extent that they needed medical it-: | 


_ tention: Evegin the aggravated assault’ victiniza- 


tions, ‘in. whi®h about one-third of the victims - 


suffered injuries, 
bodily harm. 


Thus, in terms of. injury, the survey data sug> 
gest that in-school victimizations: in“the 26 cities” 


were generally not serious. ‘This reinforces the: 
conclusion drawn from the examination of weiap- 


on use in insschool- crime” which indicated that. 


when judged by the extent of weapan.use, most, 
of the crimes occurring’ inside scheols were not 


seriqus, A-loo®. at the amount of theft and, the | 


_ value of the property stofen in school is also rele- 
vant in an evaluation of the seriousness of the ‘tin-: 
school victimizitions, - . a 


-<Theft and Value 
“Property : 


: oF s . 
Respondents were’ asked whether, as.a result 
‘of the victimization, they hac any property stolen 


| of Stol en. 


we 


About four ut of five of the in-school victimiza- 


is po 
& 


v 


TABLE “9 Estima 
tir 


e 


, 


Ail percentages in ‘this table are row-ppraentages. 2 
‘Estimate, based on fawer than.50 $ 


of a-poténtially dangerous. - 
y of injured victims sustained. minor injus .. 


few victims suffered serious 


fed pordsitagea of then in robbery and 


atus of victim, 26 cities ‘aggregate — 


Student: ©". -. ae : %, * a. ° 
‘* Robbery: — 2 | Age 
Larceny with contact oe 100 
Larceny Without contact ‘> oe 
. Teachers and others: . 
Robbery 30 
a’ Latoeny with contact - 98 
%s larceny without contact 97°. 


ple cases, may be statistically un 


e are © 
eo. 


tions tesulted in something being stolen. This: 
Proportion was similar for students (82 ‘percent),. 


The survey data in Table.9 show the propor- 


tions “of robbery .and larceny victimizations in.’ 


which: something -was_ stolen. These data show 


that something was stolen from the victim in 43 - 


_ percent of the robberies reported by: students and 


_ in 30 percent of the rébberies reported by teach-_ 


ers and others. Thus, most of thé ‘robbery. victimi= - 


. Zations ‘were ‘attempted’ robberies. By contrast, 
- virtually all of the larceny victimizations resulted 
in theft of: property; a very small proportion :were 
unsuccessful attempts. a 
- Recall’ (from Table 3) thats larcenies without 


‘ contact constituted the bulk (8 out: of 10) of: the © 


. Aotal: personal . victimizations:. occuring inside ~ 


- schools, The vast majority—more’ than 9 out’ of’ 


"teachers (76 percent), and others (83-percent).- >| 


ce 


" 10—of the-in-school yictimizations in which pro- | 
perty Was: stolen were larcenies without contact. 


In these victimizations, there is no personal con- 
tact between the victim and offender as there is in 
larceny. -with contact (pocket picking ‘and purse 


$natching). As noted previousty, these “imperson- | 
al” -larcenies might involve thefts | from: desks, _ 


lockers, or ‘bicy€le’ racks, only’ a few -of which 


. take place inithe presence of the victim, 
’ Victims. who reported theft were asked the - 


vatue of the stolen property. The dollar value of 
property stolen in in-school victimization is given 


& 


ee 


by the data in, Table 10. In-this table, “none” re-" 
fers to” property with :no. immediate value and in= 


a ‘i 8 » roe. 


¥ 


larceny in-school vic- 


v » 


* Eetimated 
‘number of 
:. victtnizations. 


eR + gags . 
” be, . . , aa : Pa 
a -O* (4,853) * 
5 . -(172,0a7):. 
ao par _* ge ’ = i 4 re 
© "70 ~~ (1,808) ; 
ef 2 ¢ -. (1,086) 
\ “* . 


a ae 


rellable. «:* 


(46,513) 2 J, 


ot 


‘TABLE 10 Percent distribution of dollar value 6! ictal property in thet in-schoot vitimization, by status of vic- 
~ tim, 26 cities edb a eo 


,. 


hae 


¢ 


Dallar-yalue ob atoion propery 


; a ; Value: - Eatimaied 
= ee ome = a, 7 Oe / ces $250 not mber of 
|. Status of victim”. - .° None - . $1-9° 0" $10-49 \ $50-99 as $100-249 ; ‘aud over ascertained — victimizations 
|. Students © 7. ta, or ee rn or en oo A % > Be (151,888) 
Teachers). 2 te SG: Re, BD SP 6 2's. 4. (12,873)> | 
[Others pg a "8 5 4 ae a54aty DS 
Total ey > - 3 1 4°: (189,403) ao) 


Be was +28 ie 2 ee 2, . : oe ae 
* cludes property suchas letters, checks, and credit | - " Peghaps more. interesting is that the crimes se 
cards. This table shows that timong students whos — often thought of as violent crimes—rape, - obbery, ‘ 
~ shad property: stolen. about one-half evalyated’ that aggravated “assault, and: sim penyissault—typically. ae 
“projjerty as being worth fess than $10. For teach: resulted ‘in ‘neither injuries Peqiring medical at- |. 
ers und others who had’ property stolen, about.” tention nor property. loss fo their victims, For in- * 
one-quarter valued the property*at less than $10: * school’ victimizattons ‘repor ted to survey inter 
Another 39,percent of the students-amd about half _ Miewers, both bddily injury requiring medical at-- 
of the teachers and others who lost property -sdid + tention and ‘property tos were ‘absent in ‘about » - 
it Was worth between.$10 and $49, OF all victims - _ three out of four-rapeS, 6 out of 10 robberies, and. : 
~~ Of intschool. crimes who reported theft, only-10 . 8 out of 10 aggravated assaults, and more than 9 
percent placed the value of the stolen item at $50 out of '10'simple assaults. In addition, recall that é 
or more. ¢. a ei. “ ™- these violent crimes constituted a vary small pro- as 
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THES ection ‘will examine cha cteristios of iri. 


ethgn either teachers pr others to be victimized by’, re 
“persons who were: casual acquaintances. ‘The data 
also show that teachers were about twice as likely 7, ¢ 
as, students and others to be victimized by. Jone- _ 

+ offenders who were well. known to. them. Hence, 
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-“were male. However, ‘when the sex of the victim, 


. is examined in conjunction with. -the sex-of the: 
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ers, and others emerge. ; ‘ 

An overwhelming ‘majority- of male victims 
were victimized by male offenders. The propor- 
tion of male victimizations involving male offend- 
ers was higher for students (96 percent) and oth- 


ers (90 percent) than-it was for teachers BO 4 per- 


cent), Although male victims almost always’ were 


' victimized by offenders of the same sex, this was- 
‘nat so for female victims. 
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y without contact victimizations in which the victim was not present at the immediate scene of 
udes those victimizations In which the victim did 


6 ry 
r$ containing both male and female offenders. 


Fo more. than four out.of five student, ‘teachers; and  victingg dh \i-multiple offenglers. 
Of the students, tesehars. and othors sutfaree vies | 
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Not know whether there was one or more than - 


at 


cated in Table 17, the proportion of robberies that 


involved three or. pore -Victitns is much ‘greater 


- among teactirs“und: others (28 percent)-than it is 


among sturdd¢hts (10 percent). One. out of five: of 
the aggravated ° assaults “reported by students, .. 
teachers, ajid ‘others involved three, or more vic- 
tims. Me ee 

» In spimmary,. then, although,..the majority of 
the victimizations which took ‘place inside schools... 
were commisted: by’ lone offenders, 0 substantial’ 
number, were. committed. by more than one: of- 
fender. In-School crimgs involved multiple offend: . 
ers more often ‘thai. they involved multiples vic- 


Aims. Robbery atid assault were the types of ine 
“. School crime. that, tended to involv 


Reporting to the Police 


“ithis report hg shown that & considerable - 


_ ithount of crime occurred inside schools it. the 


cities surveyed, although mick of it was not! seri: 


ous. Becduse most of the it-school crinle consist- 


ed of petty thefts and minor wesaults, and because 


n 
we iS 


e both multiple + 
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“TABLE ie Estimated percentages af petceived number. “af offenders io ins a 
. school victimization,” - 
_ by type of MAINE OF il sekabie 8 of vit, 28 cities aggregate 


Status of victim and type of 
_ Mlotimization ae 


Studonts: 
Rape * 


Robbery 
Aggravated assault - 
Simple assault 


a 


Larceny: withcontact’ 
Larceny without contacts 
Total? « 
- Teachers and others: 
Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Boul 
Simple: assault 
Larceny with contact . 40. . 
Larceny without contact? 65. 
Total® . «64 
*. all percentages in this table are. row Percentages: 
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-ormore 


Ye 9 Estimated 
+ Not" number of 


a Don't” | _ 
‘ascertained ~~  vietimizations 


know: 


. (390)P« 
(13,185). 
(6,528) 

(15,261): 
(4,853). 

(17,373) ° 

(67:589) 


(499) 
(1,608) a 
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46 | "(4,095)b, * 
rn (7.416) : 
“16 40 (18,656) 


bEstimate, based on fewer than 50 sample cases, may be statistically unreliable. oe ‘ 
Excludes those larceny. without contact victimizations in which the vieiy was not | piesont at’ the immediate . 


scene of the crime. . 
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haul typically have insthititionsljase mechan- 


isms: for: handling the disruptive behavior that 


occurs, it is probably resonable to expect that. — 


-much of.¢he crime that occurs withiri schools is | 


not reported to. the police? This final section will 
examine the extent to which ‘the in-school. crimes 


for not informing the police: ; 
Each respondent, who reported a victimization 


"to a survey interviewer, was. asked whether the 
victimization was reported. to 


“the police. As 
shown by the data in ‘Table 18, 9 out of 10 of the 


in-school victimizations suffered by students and 


three: out of four of thése suffered by teachers 
and others were not teported to the. police, 
Among students; and among teachers: and thers, 


larceny was the crime, least often reported’ to the 
police, Even ‘aggravated assault, the crime most 
often reported to the police, was: reported by only 


C18 percent ofthe students and by. 41 percent of 


the: teachers and) other victiins who wuffered: this 


— af Victimization. re 


‘reported to survey interviewers were also. report... 
ed to the: police, and the reasons given, by Victims 
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Bhar 
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The report: on shdol violénee prollced by 


Research for Better Schools offers explanations 


for deficiencies in school reporting practices, par-: 
ticularly for the-reluctance of victims to report 


assaults. The: juthors suggest thit student victims 


may feat retaliation if they report a fellow student’ 
and that teachers may faileto reportéecause they 
_ fear being blamed by parents or school. adminis- 


trators. for. failing to maintain discipline or for 


provoking’ the attack. Fijially, the authd?s suggest - 


that principals also- have réason for not reporting.’ 
‘such incidents: they do not wish to-alarm parents 
atid other’ citizens or to Jeopardize the: reputation 2 


of the school (1976: 1. 


ec : Laos : 
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In. view of the. very. high percentages. of. ines, 
school. crimes .not, reported to’ the police, it, is | 


important to explore the reasoris given by. respon- 


dents for their failure to notify the police, All vies... 
tims who did not report their victinizations to the ~ 

* policé Were asked (0 aecty te reasons for not re 
doing fo, Pee 


First, 47 percent of the st 


at 


"tions that were not reported tot 
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- Thveeor ~~ numberof 
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Two : 


_ Students: 
Rape: . 
) Rabbery , 
Aggravated assault ‘ 
3 Simplé assqult” : 
Larceny with contact 
Larceny without contacts 


® Totale 
Teachers and others: 

" Rape> 
Robbery . 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

_Carcény with contact” 

Larceny without contacte, 
Total® 


oA percentages in this table are row percentages. 


Estimate, based on fewer than 50 sample caseg, may be Statistically uinrellable. my ogh 
hizations in whl tHe victim was not present at the Immediate . 


-4Excludes those Jarceny without Sontact victin 
_ scene of the crime. 


VAS cap be s seen from Table 19, there were 
three domimint reasons given by students, teach- 
ers, and others for failing AO notify. the police. 
ents and 31 percent of 
‘the ‘teachers and others said’ that the victimiza- 
police : were 
In this -instance; it 


reported to someone. else, 


* seems reasonable to assume that in the bulk of 


these: victimizations, ‘someone else’’ refers to wy 
representative of the school administration. Even 


if all -victimizations that were reported to someone 
_ else are counted ‘as having been officially report. 
ed, still about half of the in-schdol victimizations 


2 


in the 26 cities do not find their way into offigial 
police records. Second, us expected, many of the 
victimizations that Were not reported tv the police 


‘were not déemed by respondents to have -been 


important. chough to report to the police. This 


rénson was. given by. 37 percent of the ‘students 
and by 35 percent of the teuchers and vthers who | 
: failed 0. aor the police: Third, 2s ‘percent of 


(380)8, =~" 
(13,185). 
_ (6,628) - 
(18,261) 
(4,053). 
(17,373) 
(67,589) 


(139)° 
- (1,808) 
(2,900) 
‘ (5,597) 
~ * °(4,095)> 
(7,116) 
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. the nonreporting students and 33 percent. ‘of the: 
nonreporting teachers and others felt that nothing 


could be done abont the victimization. . 
tis intetesting to note.from Table 19 that the 
total nonreporting in-school. victims rarely . cited | 


“fear of reprisal’’ as the reason for not informing 


the police. Overall, only 2 percent of the, students 


and 3 percent-of the teachers and ‘others gave this *” 


response: However, among the in-school victims 
of the Jess Frequent but, more serious: crimes of . 
robbery and iggravated assault, fear of ‘reprisal 


appears: to be a major consideration in the’ deci- 


sign not to inform the police. Thus, among a” 
small minority ‘of in-school: victims-—the victims 

of serious crimés—the level of feat-is sufficiently. 
high to inhibit reporting to the police. 


In summary, most of the crime that oc- . 


curred inside these urban schools were néver.. 
brought to the attention Of the police. ‘The major 
reason for not inforthing the police—that’ the. inci- 


. dent was eee to someone € elses that it ‘was: hot” ce 


ercentaage of victims reporting. to the police in invechool 
* victimization, 
diss type. of Wsiahldadie and status of victim, 26 olties aggregate : 
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important enough, and the ‘feeling 1 ‘that tiny 
cduld be done—make sense in light of the evid- 
ence in this report .that me in-school crime was 
hot very ‘serious: 
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? em’ . 
Public contern with problems of theft, Vio- 
er and disruption in urban schools hag in-. 
ased in recent. years. . National opinion polls, 


Summary — eis ae a 


. Special reports, and congressional hearings ‘have 
indicated’ that a substantial amount of crime oc- 
_- curs inside‘scfiools, atid that this criminal activity 
’- ig considered to be one, of the major problems 
facing schools today. In this report, victimizatign. 
“survey” data ‘trong? 6 cities have béen used to’ 


examitie personal victimizations~—larcenies, ne 
* gaults, robberies, and": rapes—suffered by’. StU: 
“dents, teachers and other victims inside schools, 

‘In the cities surveyed ain estimated 210,000 
* vigtimizations were teported to survey interviews 


school victimizations were 8. “percent. of the total 


personal victimizations which were reported: to - 


survey ‘interviewers’ j nthe 26 cities..Four out of © 


five of .the crimes - inside schools were larcenies. 
without contact between the victim and the of- 
fender. 


‘eds bo : 


'. The ‘age distribution of the’ victims: $: suggested Ea 
that although tnany of them were between. the: 


ages of 12 and 15, not all in-school victims were 
- students. Analysis of the: Age,, major activity, and 


~ occupation of the yictims-indi¢ated that ‘more, than: 

three-quarters of the in-school victimizations : were: - 

-feported by students; the remaining victimizations 

were reported by teachers and others. 
. athe, survey data.n weapon use, injury. sind. - 
“ thet stiggest that although much ‘orime occurred 


Assault—either simple or aggravatéd—- 7 
was. the next most common ‘ype of crime eo. 


 insidé schools in. the cities surveyed, for the most... 3 


part it.was ot serious crime, Most of the victimi+ 

‘zations were: larcénies without coritact between»! 
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a Students: 
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Larceny without contact * ay 4@ @ *. dog 7 36000 CO "_ (159,239). 
Total Sg 2 BB > | ! | _ "+ (193,878) 
: ' Teachors and others: "pe w ne . ; , + "tee, ea ae 8 

“| Rape é ‘ . , 0 Oo & oe : o 2 1B (122) 8 
Robbery a. ats a : ae To 8 mt 3 526 (1,435)4- 

' Aggravated assault Ww 0 ‘ 90 i sd ~— (9,887)9 
Simple assault * 8. a Mw. 10 « (3,780) 
< Larceny with contact ne 19. ian 12000. FO. ; o aeeaar 4 OO ee (asoyd 
Pane eaten eoneeel 8B a a Ser a ae 2 300 | * Zz - (35,926) . 

Total | : : 3s | (93,189) ' 
a *Estimated number ‘of Vlotimizations not reported to the police. 


i ‘bPercenits may total to over 100. percent because victims may give more than ane reason for not reporting to the noice, 
_ SAll percentages in this table are row percentages. - ae 
ABstimato, bhsed on ad than 50 sample cases, / may be statistically unreliable 


not. involve wenpon’ use. “Although + weapons were - 
used, i in many of the robberies ‘and virtually all the 
2 aggravated assaults, they were used. in only a 
small minority -of the: stotal , ‘in-school ' ‘wictimiza: 


tions. When weapons were-used, they were most . 


often knives or objects used us. weapons, such as: 
clubs or-bottles. Guns were rately used. + 

_ Generally, the injuries sustained by in-school 
victims were minor injuries, injuriés such as cuts 
and. bruises. Therefore, many injured victims did 
_., QOL require any medical attentidn and very few 
ie required hospital treatment. Even in the violent | 
_crimes—rape,. robbery, aggravated assault “and 
simple assault—ost_ victims reported thitt, they 
were’ not injured to the extent that medical atten- 
_ tion. was: necessary. The majority of the in-school 
aggravated. assaults were aggravated by virtue. of 7 
the presence of a weapon, not by virtue of serious 
bodily injury to the victim. t : 

Mast in-school thefts were kircenies without 
contact between the Victim and.the offender. ‘This 
type of theft in school probably consists of ‘theft 
from desks, lockers, bicycle racks, and so forth.‘ 
Something was stolen itt roughly four out of five 
in-school. victimizations; however, - much of. the 
_ Property stolen from students ‘was valued at less ” 
“than $10 and* most of the property stolen from, 
te’ichers and others was. valued at less than $50. 
Sot although a great deal of theft took place inside — 

the wpian se schools, it was prema petty theft. 
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c 


The victimization yurvey ‘data also sheds some 


‘light on the charactefistics of in-school victims 


and éffenders. The, majority of students, teachers 
and other:-victims were victimized by offender's 
they ‘did not know. Most/of the offenders were’ 
perceived by their victinfs tot be young, of black - 
or other minority raceé, and male. 

‘The reports of students,. teachers’ and other. 
victims indicated that a. considerable amount of | 
the crime that took’ place i m school was-committed 


-by pairs or. groups of offenders, Few victimiza- 
. tions-involved more than gne victim,, Robbery and 


assault involved multiple offenders. and multiple 


‘victims more often than. any other type of. crime 


in school. a 

Because a good deal of the in-school ‘victimi- 
‘zation was not serious, it is not. surprising that 
most victims of in-school crime did not inform the 
police.‘ Teachers and other victims informed the 
polige thore often than students. Victims who ° 


“ifailéd to’ report the incident to the police said ei- | 


ther that they reported it to someone else (proba-. - 
bly to teachers or school administrators); or that 
they did ,not consider the incident important, 


enough to report it to the police, oF: that wthey -"" 


thought nothing could be done. Victims of rape, 
robbery, and aggravated assault were much more 
likely. to mention fear of* reprisal'as a reason for 


‘not reporting the incident to the police, iia ‘were 


victims of is serious crimes. : fod 
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~~ National: 
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time Survey 
“Type of,Crime Definitions _ 


The (pes of crime analyzed ‘in this report are 
~ defined by the National, Cgime Survey as follows: _ 
*Rape—Carnal knowledge | through the use. of force; ee gt 
‘or the threat of force, including. attempts. Sta-*) oc. 


.tutory rape’ (without force) is. excluded. In- 
cludes both heterosexual and homosexual 
"rape, 


“a person, of property or cash by fogce: ors 
-threat of force, with or without a weapon. 
Aggravated ‘assault—Attaick with i. weapon result- 
ing ih any injury and attack. without a weapon 
‘Tesuilting either in, serious injury “e; g., broken. 
~~ bones, loss” of. teeth, internal injuries, loss -of 
' consciousness) or. in “Undetermined injury: ‘re- 
_ quiring 2° or more days of hospitalization. 
Also includes Btcmpted assault with a weap- 
on, . 
~ Simple assault—Attack without a Weapon ‘calling 
either in minor _injury (e.g., bruises, black 
eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in underter- — 
mined injury - requiring less than: 2’-days. of . 
hospitalization. Also includes, a wae ‘aS 8 
sault without-a weapon. , 
ersonal larceny with contact—Theft of fiurien 
wallet, of cash by stealth directly from the. 
. person of thé. victim, but without force or. the | . ~ ss — 
threat of force: Also includes attempted lle a ee a ae ee ee 
snatching.“ , - ar Se 


Pratl 
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Rue 


Personal larceny . without contact—Theft or ‘ate . : 
‘tempted theft, without direct contact Between Wide bop tee ee Bee 

~ victim and. offender; of property’ orcash from: - 6. oe Sra 
. any place other-than the victim's home: or its - a a re eels 
_ immediate vicinity. In rare’ cases, the victim 
_, Sees the offender Muring’ the | commission aid 
"the act. 
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